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The  House  having  under  consideration  the  reso- 
lution to  expel  Mr.  Long,  of  Ohio — 

Mr.  ELDRIDGE  said* 

Mr.  Speaker  :    I  come  to  the  discussion  of 
this  question  with  feelings  of  awe  and  sorrow  ; 
of  awe  because  of  its  magnitude  and  impor- 
tance, and  sorrow  because  in  my  judgment  it  is 
wrongfully  and  unnecessarily  brought   here 
at  this  time  for  our  consideration.     Its  only 
f  ffect  is  to  delay  important  legislation  and  stir 
up   bitterness,  strife,  and  party  feeling  at  a 
time  when  good  fellowship  and  unanimity  of 
sentiment  ought  to  prevail.     The  resolution 
to  expel  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  for  opin- 
ions entertained  and  expressed  in  debate  on 
the  floor  of  this  House,  in  my  judgment  pre- 
sents one  of  the  most  important  questions  ever 
presented  here  or  in  any  other  deliberative 
body.     It  involves  the   sacred   right  of  free 
speech  in  general,  and  the  right  of  free  par- 
liamentary debate.     It  seeks  by  lawless  and 
arbitrary  power  to  control  or  suppress  the 
representative  voice  of  the  people.     It  is  a 
h4gh-handed  attempt  of  a  domineering  and 
insolent  partisan  majority  to  deprive  an  indi- 
vidual member  of  this  body  of  the  right  to 
represent  faithfully  the   will  of  his   consti- 
tuency ;  and,  sir,  if  it  shall  succeed,  it  will 
drfctroy  the  character  and  usefulness  of  this 
House  as  a  representative   body.     It  is  an- 
other blow  aimed  at  the  Constitution  and  the 
Lberties  of  the  people. 

Sir,  there  is  no  constitutional  warrant  for 
this  proceeding;  it  is  entirely  without  the 
jurisdiction  of  this, House  to  expel  a  member 
lor  opinion's  sake.  The  second  section  of 
artii  le  one  of  the  Constitution  provides  the 
q-ualific&tions  of  a  member  of  this  House. 
He  must  be  twenty  five  years  of  age,  and 
have  been  seven  years  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  and  an  inhabitant  of  the  State  in  which 
he  shall  be  chosen.  Section  five  of  article 
one  provides  that  the  "House  shall  be  the 
judge  of  the  election  returns  and  qualifica 
tions  of  its  members  ;"  and  that  the  "House 
may  determine  the  rules  of  its  proceedings, 
punish  its  members  for  disordtrly  behavhr,  and 
with  the  concurrence  of  two -thirds  expel  a 
member."  Sir,  it  will  be  perceived  that 
opinions  are  not  among  the  qualifications  pro- 
vided for.     The  right  to  membership  does  not 


depend  upon  the  opinions  that  may  or  may 
not  be  entertained.  The  power  or  jurisdic- 
tion to  punish  or  expel  is  for  disorderly  beha- 
vior only.  The  jurisdiction  to  determine  the 
qualifications  of  a  member  by  his  opinions 
was  for  wise  purposes  withheld  by  theframers 
of  the  Constitution.  If  it  be  the  opinions  en- 
tertained by  the  member  which  qualify  or  dis- 
qualify him  for  a  seat  in  this  House,  then  the 
Hduse  has  jurisdiction  to  determine  his  right 
to  a  seat,  based  upon  his  opinions  when  he 
comes  here  from  the  people  in  the  first  in- 
stance. If  he  can  be  expelled  he  may  be  re- 
jected on  account  of  his  opinions.  Opinions 
which  would  disqualify  a  sitting  member 
would  prevent  his  taking  his  seat. 

Sir,  the  doctrine  that  we  can  expel  a  mem- 
ber for  the  opinions  he  entertains  is  mon- 
strous. I  was  amazed  at  the  position  taken 
by  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land [Mr.  Davis]  last  evening,  that  it  is  not 
for  his  opinions  that  it  is  sought  to  expel 
him,  but  for  his  judgment  formed  and  deliv- 
ered. It  is  difficult  to  perceive  the  distinction 
between  opinion  and  judgment  in  this  in- 
stance. But  if  a  Representative  has  a  settled 
judgment  upon  the  public  affairs  of  the  coun- 
try, has  he  not  the  right,  is  it  not  his  duty  to 
present  that  judgment  for  consideration  ?  An 
honest  man  cannot  change  his  convictions  by 
his  own  will  or  the  will  of  any  other  man. 
Honest  convictions  are  above  the  control  of 
force  or  power;  they  are  above  the  jurisdic- 
tion and  control  of  this  House.  Members  are 
sent  here  to  represent  different  views  and 
opinions.  It  is  acts,  "disorderly  conduct," 
and  not  the  expression  of  opinion,  for  which 
this  House  may  expel  or  punish. 

Bu^  sir,  what  is  the  offense  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  ?  He  has  stated  what  he  be- 
lieves to  be  a  fact,  and  I  and  a  majority  of 
this  House  disagree  with  him.     He  says : 

"I  now  believe  thnt  there  are  but  two  alterna- 
tives, and  thoy  are,  either  an  acknowledgment  of 
tho  independence  of  the  South  as  an  independent 
nation,  or  their  complete  subjugation  and  cxtermi- 
n a  ion  as  a  people;  and  of  these  alternatives  I  pre- 
fer the  former  " 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  not  yet  come  to  the 
conclusion  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio.  I 
have  not  come  to  the  conclusion  that  seces- 
sion is  a  fixed,  unalterable  fact.     I  have  not 


come  to  the  conclusion  that  these  two  alter- 
natives of  the  geatlernan  are  the  only  alterna- 
tives presented  to  this  country.  It  is  possi- 
ble they  may  be.  The  gentleman  may  be 
right,  and  I  may  be  wrong.  He  has  come  to 
his  conclusion  "reluctantly  and  desponding- 
ly,  that  the  Union  is^lost,  never  to  be  restor- 
ed." He  "  regards  all  dreams  of  the  restor- 
ation of  the  Union,  which,  were  the  pride  of 
his  life,  and  to  restore  which,  even  now  he 
would  pour  out  his  heart's  blood,  as  worse 
than  idle."  He  has  come  to  his  conclusion 
honestly.  I  as  honestly,  I  believe,  hope  that 
I  am  right  and  he  is  wrong.  I  cannot  agree 
with  him  or  the  'gentleman  from  Pennsylva- 
nia, whom  he  quotes  as  authority,  that  the 
Confederate  States  are  out  of  the  Union,  But, 
sir,  it  is  the  high  right,  prerogative,  and  priv- 
ilege of  these  gentlemen,  and  every  gentle- 
man on  this  floor,  to  entertain  and  present  for 
the  consideration  of  this  House,  at  the  proper 
time  and  in  the  proper  manner,  such,  opinions 
upon  the  state  and  condition  of  the  country  as 
their  judgment  and  conscience,  dictate.  He 
can  as  an  honest  man  entertain  no  other,  and 
with  that  this  House  has  nothing  to  do. 

I  say,  therefore,  there  never  was  a  more 
dangerous  or  alarming  proposition  presented 
to  any  deliberative,  representative  body,  than 
that  of  expelling  one  of  its  members  for 
opinions  he  may  entertain.  Sir,  this  ques- 
tion rises  infinitely  higher  than  the  right  or 
wrong  of  the  opinions  themselves.  It  in- 
volves the  whole  question  of  the  right  of 
minorities  to  representation,  and  individual 
liberty  of  conscience.  To  concede  the  power 
or  right  of  expulsion  in  this  case  would  con- 
cede away  that  prerogative  for  which,  the  im- 
mortal expounder  of  the  Constitution  so  elo- 
quently contended  in  thoseever  to-be-remem- 
bered words : 

.'•'  It  is  the  ancient  and  undoubted  prerogative 
of  this  people  to  canvass  public  measures  and  the 
merits  of  public  men.  Ifc  is  a  homebred  right,  a 
fireside  privilege.  It  hath  been  enjoyed  in  every 
house,  cottage,  and  cabin  in  the  nation.  It  is  not 
to  be  drawn  into  controversy.  It  is  a^  undoubted 
as  the  ri^ht  of  breathing  the  air,  or  walking  on  the 
earth.  Belonging  to  private  life  as  a  right,  it  be- 
longs to  public  life  as  a  duty,  and  it  is  the  last  duty 
which  those  whose  representative  I  am  shall  find 
me  to  abandon.  Aiming  at  all  times  to  be  cour- 
teous and  temperate  ia  its  use,  except  when  the  right 
itself  is  questioned,  I  shall  place  myself  on  the  ex- 
treme boundary  of  my  right,  and  bid  defiance  to 
any  arm  that  would  move  Tv-e  from  my  ground. 
This  high  constitutional  privilege  I  shall  defend 
and  exercise  within  this  House  and  in  all  places ; 
in  time  of  peace,  in  time  of  tear,  and  at  all  times. 
Living,  I  shall  assert  it,  and  should  I  leave  no 
other  inheritance  to  my  children,  by  the  blessing 
of  God  I  will  leave  them  the  inheritance  of  free 
principles  and  the  example  of  a  manly,  independ- 
ent, and  constitutional  defense  of  them." 

But,  sir,  gentlemen  profess  to  believe  that 
there  is  danger  now  because  we  are  engaged 
in  war.  Webster  asserted  the  right  as  ex- 
isting at  all  times,  "in  war  as  well  as  peace." 
If  the  opinions  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
are  so  clearly  and  flagrantly  wrong,  where  is 
the  danger  ?  Who  fears  that  the  truth  will 
not  prevail  ? 


Jefferson,  in  his  first  message,  speaking  on 
this  subject,  said : 

"And  let  us  reflect  that,  having  banished  from 
our  land  that  religious  intolerance  under  which 
mankind  so  long  bled  and  suffered,  we  have  yet 
gained  little  if  we  countenance  apolitical  intoler- 
ance as  despotic,  as  wicked,  and  capable  of  as  bit- 
ter and  bloody  persecutions."  *  *  *  * 
"  If  there  be  any  among  us  who  would  wish  to  dis- 
solve this  Union,  or  to  change  its  republican  form, 
let  them  stand,  undisturbed,  as  monuments  of  the 
the  safety  with  which  error  of  opinion  may  be 
tolerated  where  reason  is  left  free  to  combat  it." 

There  can  be  no  danger  for  truth  in  such  a 
contest.  It  is  error  only  that  is  fearful  and 
intolerant.  Wrong  and  oppression  would 
shrink  from  a  fair,  open,  and  manly  warfare. 

But,  sir,  there  is  nothing  in  the  opinions  of 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  but  what,  if  he  be- 
lieved them,  he  had  a  right,  as  a-  Representa- 
tive, to  utter  in  any  event.  Nay,  it  was  hi3 
solemn  duty  to  bring  the  subject  before  this 
House  and  present  it  to  the  country.  This 
is  a  Government  of  the  people,  and  they  are 
entitled  to  the  information. 

Some  of  the  Republican  papers  of  the  coun- 
try are  frank  and  manly  enough  to  see  and 
declare  the  folly  of  this  farce.  The  New  York 
Times  of  yesterday,  which  I  hold  in  my  hand, 
says: 

"  In  our  judgment,  the  Speaker's  zeal  outruns 
his  discretion.  Sis  resolution  is  neither  right  nor 
expedient." 

The  New  York  Evening  Post,  also  a  Repub- 
lican paper,  says : 

"  But  there  is  more  than  a  question  of  mere  party 
expediency  in  this  matter.  Mr.  Long's  was  a  per- 
fectly legitimate  expression  of  opinion.  He  thinks 
that  the  rebels  must  be  allowed  to  go  in  peace  or  be 
extirpated  ;  and  he  stated  his  thought  calmly  and 
respectfully,  in  proper  words."  *  *  * 
"  Truth  has  never  anything  to  fear  from  an  open 
and  face-to-face  encounter  with  falsehood."  . 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  did  hope  that  this  resolu- 
tion, so  manifestly  wrong,  would  ere  this 
have  found  some  opponent  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House.  I  did  hope  there  was  some 
good  lawyer,  some  bold,  honest  Republican' 
on  this  floor,  who,  preferring  froedom  of 
speech,  and  desiring  to  preserve  the  dignity 
and  character  and  privileges  of  the  American 
House  ©f  Representatives,  would  have  pro- 
posed the  withdrawal  of  the  resolution.  I  did 
believe  there  were  some  statesmen  among  the 
Republicans  of  this  House  who,  accustomed 
to  indulge  in  greater  freedom  and  latitude  of 
debate  than  even  the  gentleman  from  Ohio, 
would  have  before  now  risen  and  vindicated 
the  privilege  which  they  have  enjoyed.  Are 
gentlemen  willing  by  their  action  on  this  res- 
olution to  pass  sentence  of  condemnation  and 
censure  upon  their  own  conduct  in  this  House? 
Will  you,  for  the  purpose  of  gratifying  mere 
party  malice  or  hatred,  abridge  the  privileges 
and  bring  dishonor  upon  the  American  Con- 
gress ?   * 

Sir,  if  you  desire  to  prevent  mischief  and 
the  giving  of  aid  and  comfort  to  the  enemies 
of  the  country,  if  you  would  not  injure  the 
cause  of  the  Government,  let  no  act  of  ours 


show  to  the  rebels,  tbe  country,  or  the  world, 
that  in  the  House  of  Representatives  there  is 
a  smothered  sympathy  with  rebellion,  which 
can  only  be  kept  down  by  the  restrictions  put 
upon  debate,  and  the  fear  of  punishment  and 
expulsion.  What  is  there  in  the  gentleman's 
speech  that  can  comfort  the  rebels  ?  He  de- 
clares that  he  speaks  for  himself,  aud  more 
than  admits  that  he  stands  alone,  differing 
with  the  party  with  which  he  had  been  iden- 
tified. He  declares  his  love  and  attachment 
for  the  Union,  his  willingness  to  lay  down  his 
life  to  preserve  it.  If  he  does  doubt  its  restor- 
ation, he  doubts  as  much  the  recognition  of 
the  Confederates,  and  holds  out  to  them  with 
no  less  doubts  the  alternative  of  subjugation 
and  extermination.  I  have  said  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  gentleman.  I  cannot  say,  however, 
that  he  has  no  reason  to  doubt  the  restora- 
tion of  the  Union.  Many  of  the  best  men  in 
the  country  have  believed  that  war  would  re- 
sult in  disunion.  Hon.  Robert  J.  Walker, 
who  is  now  in  the  employment  of  this  Ad- 
ministration, onee  said : 

"  Will  civil  war  preserve  or  restore  the  Union  ?" 
*  *  *  *  "Can  a  vanquished  State, 
even  if  she  ean  be  vanquished,  ever  again  become 
a  member  of  the  Federal  Union  ?  No,  my  country- 
men ;  let  us  learn,  ere  it  be  too  late,  that  this  never 
can  be  a  Union  of  victor  and  vanquished,  of  sover- 
eign and  subject  States,  but  must  be  a  Union  of 
equals,  which  is  the  Union  of  the  Constitution.  It 
must  be  a  cordial  and  fraternal  Union,  founded  on 
interest  and  cemented  by  affection.  This  was  the 
Union  founded  by  Washington  and  Franklin  and 
the  patriots  and  statesmen  of  the  Revolution  j  and 
that  is  the  only  Union  that  can  be  preserved  and 
perpetuated.  You  might  perhaps,  by  superior 
force,  drench  in  blood  the  fields  of  a  sister  State  ; 
you  might  perhaps  wrap  her  villages  in  flames  ;  but 
you  could  never  afterwards  restore  such  a  State  to 
the  Union  established  by  the  Constitution.  No, 
fellow-citizens,  when  the  star  of  the  State  is  extin- 
guished in  blood,  it  can  never  beam  again  in  the 
banner  of  the  Union,  for  it  will  no  longer  be  an 
equal,  a  sovereign,  or  a  sister  State." 

Look  at  the  references  which  the  gentleman 
makes  to  your  own  partisan  orators  to  the  same 
purport,  and  is  it  strange  that  he  doubts  the 
restoration  of  the  Union  ?  And  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  leading  Republicans  on  this  floor  have 
declared  themselves  opposed  to  the  restora- 
tion of  "  the  Union  as  it  was,"  is  it  crime  de- 
serving expulsion  that  he  fears  you  may  pre- 
vent it  ? 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  greatly  fear,  although  I  en- 
tertain sentiments  of  personal  respect  for  the 
gentleman  who  introduced  this  resolution, 
that  there  is  something  beyond  mere  sense  of 
duty  that  prompted  this  movement  in  this 
House.  I  give  him  full  credit  for  his  expla- 
nation. But  there  are  some  grounds  for  sus- 
pecting that  these  proceedings  were  to  be  ta- 
ken ;  that  they  are  not  impromptu  ;  that  they 
were  not  alone  from  the  cogitations  of  one 
night. 

Hon.  John  W.  Forney  said  not  long  ago, 
through  the  Philadelphia  Press: 

"  Silence  c^ry  tongue  that  does  not  speak  with 
respect  of  the  cause  and  the  flag.  Do  away  with 
luxuries,    with   politics,   with    comforts.      Let   us  | 


cease  for  the  present  to  speak  of  laws  and   restric- 
tions, and  what  are  called  safe-guards." 

And  the  Boston  Commonwealth,  previous  to 
this  session  of  Congress,  said  : 

"Ohio,  with  its  ninety  thousand  Republican 
majority,  will  be  represented  by  five  Republicans 
and  a  dozen  or  more  copperheads.  It  is  fitting 
that  this  misrepresentation  of  popular  sentiment 
in  the  great  State  of  the  West  should  bo  offset,  if 
necessary,  by  a  loyal  delegation  from  Delaware 
and  Maryland,  voon  even  at  the  expense  of  military 
interference.  If  laws  are  silent,  amid  the  clank  of 
arms  we  must  take  caro  that  the  aggregate  public 
opinion  of  the  country  obtains  recognition  some- 
how or  other." 

There  i3  a  deep  significance  in  this  proceed- 
ing when  viewed  in  the  light  of  these  preced- 
ing threats,  in  the  desire  to  equalize  the 
representation  of  the  State  of  Ohio.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  gentleman  frem  the  second  dis- 
trict of  Ohio  i3  not  without  a  precedent  for 
his  speech  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
Hon.  Mr.  Conway,  a  member  of  the  last  Con- 
gress from  Kansas,  on  the  12th  day  of  Decem- 
ber, 1862,  wrote  a  letter  in  which  he  declared: 

"For  one,  I  shall  not  vote  another  dollar  or  a 
man  for  the  war  until  it  assumes  an  anti-slavery 
basis." 

Following  up  that  declaration,  this  same 
gentleman,  in  January,  1863,  when  the 
country  was  in  pretty  much  the  same  situa- 
tion that  it  was  when  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  made  the  speech  upon  which  this  reso- 
lution is  predicated,  rose  in  his  seat  and  made 
a  speech  which,  I  have  no  doubt,  had  its  in- 
fluence upon  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  in  pro- 
ducing his.  There  is  a  remarkable  similarity 
in  the  two.     Mr.  Conway  says  : 

"  The  war  has  utterly  dissolved  the  connection 
between  the  North  and  the  South,  and  rendered 
them  separate  and  independent  powers  in  tho 
world." 

This  abolition  gentleman  says  further : 

"The  Democrats  will  not,  of  course,  listen  to 
separation  for  an  instant.  Such  a  suggestion,  in 
their  eyes,  is  treason;  a  proposition  to  dissolve  the 
Union,  for  which  any  one  ought  to  be  hanged." 

And  this  same  gentleman  introduced  a  re- 
solution— 

"That  the  Executive  be  and  is  hereby  requested 
to  issue  a  general  order  to  all  commanders  of 
forces  in  tho  several  military  departments  of  the 
United  States  to  discontinue  offensive  operations 
against  the  enemy  and  to  act  in  the  future  entirely 
on  the  defensive.  And  that  the  Executive  enter 
into  negotiations  with  tho  authorities  of  the  Con- 
federate States  with  reference  to  a  cessation  of 
hostilities,  based  on  tho  following  propositions: 
1.  Recognition  of  the  independence  of  tho  Con- 
federate States." 

Mr.  Speaker,  here  we  have  the  proposition 
for  recognition  of  the  Confederate  States  dis- 
tinctly made  by  a  Republican  member  of  Con- 
gress who,  before  the  session,  had  declared 
his  purpose  not  to  "vote  another  man  or  an- 
other dollar  for  the  war."  Our  present  worthy 
Speaker  and  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Washbcrne]  were  both  in  the  House,  and 
neither  of  them  presented  resolutions  of  cen- 
sure or  expulsion.     He  was  not  even  called  to 


order.  If  patriotism  and  duty  required  the 
rebuke  and  censure  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio,  did  it  not  equally  demand  the  rebrke 
and  censure  of  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  ? 
Will  gentlemen  who  then  passed  by  the  speech 
of  a  Republican  without  condemning  it  rote 
now  to  expel  or  censure  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  for  entertaining  and  expressing  like  opin- 
ions ?  Where  is  their  consistency?  But,  sir, 
the  venerable  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania, 
[Mr.  Stevens,  J  whose  will  is  the  law  of  this 
House,  whose  authority  goes  unquestioned  by 
his  own  party,  and  whose  wit  and  sarcasm  al- 
ways save  him  when  beaten  in  argument,  has 
on  this  floor  uttered  sentiments  ten  times 
more  abhorrent  and  treasonable,  if  words  can 
be  treasonable,  than  even  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas.  When  the  bill  for  dismembering 
Virginia  was  pending  in  the  House  he  de- 
clared : 

"  I  will  not  stultify  myself  by  supposing  that  we 
have  any  warrant  in  the  Constitution  for  this  pro- 
ceeding. This  talk  of  restoring  the  Union  as  it 
was  and  under  the  Constitution  as  it  is,  is  one  of 
the  absurdities  which  I  have  heard  repeated  until 
I  have  become  sick  of  it.  There  are  many  things 
which  make  such  an  event  impossible.  This  Union 
never  shall,  with  my  consent,  be  restored  under  the 
Constitution  as  it  is." 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  would  seem  as  though  there 
must  be  treason  in  the  heart  to  prompt  such 
an  utterance.  If  words  can  be  treasonable,  are 
not  those  words  treasonable  ?  Tha  war  then 
raging,  the  whole  strength  and  force  of  the 
country  engaged  in  a  death  grapple  with  an 
enemy  seeking  to  destroy  the  Constitution  and 
the  Union,  and  this  venerable  leader  of  the 
Republican  party  declaring,  ' '  This  Union  shall 
never  be  restored  with  my  consent !  "  The  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  states  only  what  he  believes  to 
be  a  fact,  and  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
tells  you  what  are  his  own  purposes,  and  that 
they  are  against  our  cause,  against  his  coun- 
try, against  the  Union.  I  know  it  is  said  that 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  is  a  Democrat,  and 
that  Democrats  sympathise  with  rebels.  I  have 
scarcely  patience  to  deal  fairly  and  dispassion- 
ately with  such  a  charge,  but  I  tell  gentle- 
men upon  the  other  side,  you  do  not  your- 
selves believe  the  charge  is  true.  You  make 
it  against  the  party  for  mere  wicked  partisan 
purposes.  You  could  not  prosecute  this  war 
without  the  aid  of  the  Democracy.  If  they 
were  in  sympathy  with  rebels  or  the  rebelion 
you  could  not  carry  on  the  war  for  twenty  days. 

What !  nearly  one-half  of  the  people  of  the 
North  agarAt  you  and  all  the  South,  and  you 
prosecute  this  war  J  On  your  consciences,  on 
your  honor  as  men,  you  do  not  believe  it. 
The  charge  is  too  low  for  a  statesman  ;  it  is 
Scarcely  fit  for  a  politician.  Its  only  effect  is 
to  stir  up  and  engender  party  hatred  and  par- 
ty strife,  and  alienate  and  make  enemies  of 
those  who  ought  to  be  friends. 

Sir,  from  the  declarations  of  the  leader  in 
this  House,  and  from  those  of  your  other 
prominent  men,  and  from  the  policy  you  are 
pursuing,  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  has  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  his  two  alternatives  of 
recognition  or  extermination  are  all  that  is 


left  to  us.  He  doubts  the  restoration  of  the 
Union,  and  for  one  I  can  neither  vote  to  ex- 
pel or  censure  him  for  these  doubts  or  for  the 
expression  of  his  opinion.  The  President  in 
the  beginning,  and  in  his  first  two  messages, 
pledged  the  country  that  the  war  should  be 
carried  on  for  the  restoration  of  the  Union  un- 
der the  Constitution,  to  be  administered  as 
intended  by  those  who  made  it.  The  honorable 
gentleman  from  Indiana;  on  the  14th  day  of 
January,  1862,  in  a  speech  delivered  in  this 
House,  and  which  is  reported  in  the  Congres- 
sional Globe,  says  : 

"  Cases  may  arise  in  which  patriotism  itself  may 
demand  that  we  trample  on  the  most  vital  princi- 
ples of  the  Constitution,  and  this  has  been  done 
already  by  the  present  Adminstration  under  the 
exigencies  of  the  war." 

Mr.  COLE  AX.  Will  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin  state  what  gentleman  from  Indi- 
ana said  that  ? 

Mr.  ELDEIDGK  I  supposed  it  was  against 
the  rules  of  the  House  to  speak  of  gentlemen 
by  name,  but  I  do  not  know  the  number  of  his 
district.     It  was  Mr.  Jolian. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Stevens]  says,  "  The  Union  shall  never  be 
restored  with  my  consent."  The  rebels  in 
the  South  say  the  same  thing,  and  are  in  arms 
fighting  to  prevent  it.  Who  is  most  treason- 
able, the  man  who  agrees  with  the  rebels,  or» 
the  man  who  fears  or  believes  the  rebels  may 
prevent  the  Union  from  being  restored  ?  Is 
not  this  the  issue  ? 

What  quarrel  had  we  with  the  people  of  the 
so  called  seceded  States,  except  that  they 
were  wickedly  striving  to  break  up  the  Union 
and  destroy  the  Constitution  ?  I  repeat  it, 
sir,  and  I  proclaim  it  here  and  now  to  the 
country  ;  it  is  true,  and  history  will  so  record 
it,  the  war  was  consented  to  and  engaged  in 
and  supported  by  the  true  men  of  the  North 
to  maintain,  preserve,  and  defend  the  Consti- 
tution and  the  Union  of  the  States  with  the 
dignity  and  equality  of  each  unimpaired,  just 
as  our  fathers  formed  and  established  them. 
It  was  for  that  purpose,  a^d  that  purpose  only, 
that  the  noble-hearted,  patriotic  soldier  gave 
up  the  comforts  and  endearments  of  home,  of 
family  and  friends,  and  rushed  into  the.  Army. 
It  was  for  that  purpose,  and  enly  for  that 
purpose,  that  a  generous  people  poured  in 
uncounted  millions  their  treasure  into  the 
hands  of  the  President.  It  is  that  purpose, 
and  that  only,  that  can  justify,  or  in  any  manner 
authorize,  the  sacrifice  of  another  life,  or  another 
dollar  of  money,  in  the  prosecution  of  the  war. 

Sir,  we  are  in  the  midst  of  revolution.  The 
party  of  the  Administration,  however  individ- 
uals may  differ  among  themselves  as  to  the' 
manner  of  accomplishing  their  present  designs, 
is  essentially  a  revolutionary  party,  not  alone 
in  its  theories  but  in  its  practices.  The  very 
strength  it  acquired  by  its  promises  of  truth 
and  fidelity  to  the  Union  and  the  Constitution 
is  now  being  used  to  overthrow  and  destroy 
both.  The  very  principles  it  avowed  as  es- 
sential to  the  endurance  of  the  Republic  it 
now  denies.  It  is  idle  to  think  of  preserving 
the   Union   without  the   Constitution.     The 


pubverpion  of  the  one  is  the  destruction  of 
the  other.  They  must  stand  or  fall  together  ; 
and  the  man  or  party  who  is  false  to  the  one 
is  false  to  the  other.  This  is  equally  true  of 
every  clause  and  provision  of  the  Constitution. 
He  who  would  support  the  Constitution  must 
stand  by  all  of  its  provisions.  He  cannot  hold 
to  one  and  reject  th8  other. 

But,  fcir,  the  party  in  power  has  disregard- 
ed it  in  all  its  essential  particulars.  What 
one  principle  of  civil  liberty  intended  to  be 
secured  by  the  Constitution  can  any  man  boast 
that  he  enjoys  to-day?  Is  there  a  State  in 
the  Union  where  the  right  of  trial  by  jury  has 
not  been  denied?  Is  there  one  where  the 
right  of  free  speech  and  the  liberty  of  the 
press  have  not  been  invaded  ?  Can  any  man 
feel,  if  the  hand  of  power  were  laid  upon  him, 
that  the  liberty  of  his  person  is  safe,  and,  if 
wrongfully  imprisoned,  that  any  court  or  ju- 
dicial officer  can  issue  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus 
to  inquire  the  cause  ?  Can  any  man  tell  how 
many  of  our  citizens  are  confined  without  au- 
thority of  law,  groaning  and  languishing  in 
the  forts,  prisons,  and  bastiles,  arrested  with- 
out warrant,  held  without  trial,  and  in  utter 
ignorance  of  the  cause  of  their  confinement  ? 
Or  is  there  any  lawyer  or  statesman  who  can 
tell  you  how  you  can  ascertain  ?  Twice  du- 
ring this  session  of  Congress  I  have  myself 
introduced  a  resolution  calling  upon  the  Presi- 
dent and  Secretaries  of  State  a&d  of  War  to 
give  to  Congress  and  the  country  information 
as  to  how  many  and  who  are  now  under  ar- 
rest and  imprisonment  for  political  offenses, 
together  with  the  cause  of  such  imprisonment, 
and  the  partisans  of  the  Administration  quick- 
ly, and  without  even  allowing  a  vote  upon  it, 
suppressed  the  resolution.  Who  thinks  of 
these  living  burials,  these  tombs  of  living 
men  ?  Whose  turn  may  it  be  next,  and  how 
long  shall  these  things  continue  in  this  land 
where  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  people 
are  secured  by  a  written  Constitution  ? 

But,  sir,  this  party  of  the  President,  under 
the  name  of  "  Union  party,"  and  "  Uncondi- 
tional Union  party,"  is  striking  its  most 
venomous  and  fatal  blows  directly  at  the  heart 
of  the  Union  itself.  As  the  Union  cannot  be 
preserved  without  the  Constitution,  so  neither 
can  it  be  preserved  without  preserving  the 
States  composing  the  Union.  The  destruc- 
tion of  the  States  is  the  destruction  of  the 
Union.  They,  too,  must  stand  or  fall  to- 
gether. Strike  but  one  of  the  States  from  the 
Union  and  the  Union  is  destroyed.  Destroy 
the  dignity  and  equality  of  one  State,  degrade 
one  State  in  the  Union  of  coequal  State*,  and 
the  endurance  and  perfection  of  the  political 
fabric  are  gone.  Sir,  the  President  so  under- 
stood it,  so  declared,  and  stands  upon  the 
record  and  history  of  this  country  so  recorded. 

But,  sir,  in  violation  of  the  Constitution, 
in  violation  of  his  solemn  and  oft -repeated 
pledges,  he  issued  his  proclamation,  intended 
directly  to  interfere  with  the  institution  of 
slavery  in  the  States ;  pledging,  at  the  same 
time,  the  Army  and  Navy  of  the  country  to 
carry  out  and  enforce  that  proclamation.  I 
will  not  argue  the  validity  of  that  proclama- 


tion. The  President  himself,  by  arguments 
never  refuted,  denied  his  right  to  issue  it. 
Every  lawyer  knows  it  is  an  absurdity.  His 
own  party  are  not  agreed  upon  it,  and  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Davis]  tells  us  it  is  not  worth  the  paper  on 
which  it  is  written.  It  matters  no',  however, 
whether  it  be  valid  or  invalid,  legal  or  illegal, 
the  Army  and  Navy  are  pledged  to  maintain 
it.  What  right  had  he  to  pledge  our  brethren, 
our  sons,  our  citizen  soldiery  to  maintain  that 
unwarrantable  and  illegal  proclamation  ? 

But,  sir,  all  these  plans  of  reconstruction, 
under  whatsoever  plausible  names  they  are 
called,  whether  it  is  the  plan  of  the  President 
prescribing  a  new  and  unheard-of  oath  to  sup- 
port and  abide  by  the  illegal  acts  and  usurpa- 
tions of  the  President,  both  in  the  present  and 
the  future,  or  the  plan  of  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland  to  provide  for  the  rebellious  States 
a  republican  form  of  government,  in  either 
case  the  Constitution  is  disregarded.  la  all 
those  cases  it  is  the  bold,  reckless  work  of 
the  revolutionists,  overthrowing  the  constitu- 
tion of  government.  The  gentleman  from 
Maryland  tells  us  it  would  be  well  to  amend 
the  Constitution,  and  reach  his  purposes  in 
that  way,  but  that  would  be  slow,  and  he  is 
not  quite  sure  that  it  would  carry,  but  Con- 
gress has  the  power  and  can  do  it  now  and 
quickly.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
hesitates  at  nothing,  but  boldly  ignores  the 
Constitution  and  the  Union.  With  him  i  •  the 
Union  as  it  was  and  the  Constitution  as  it  is, 
is  an  atrocious  idea."  He  would  strike  the 
whole  fabric  down  at  one  fell  blow.  And,  sir, 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  also  tells 
us  that  the  President's  "plan  is  wholly  out- 
side of  and  unknown  to  the  Constitution." 
The  President,  he  says,  "may  not  strike  as 
direct  a  blow  with  a  battering-ram,  but  with 
his  usual  shrewdness  and  caution  he  is  pick- 
ing out  the  mortar  from  the  joints,  until 
eventually  the  whole  tower  will  fall."  A  dis- 
tinguished and  eloquent  Senator  the  other  day 
inquired,  "  Who  now  .cares  for  the  Union  of 
the  past  ?"  The  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Julian]  tells  us : 

"Now  is  the  time  to  begin  this  wofk ;  we  must 
not  only  cut  up  slavery  root  and  branch,,  bat  wo 
must  see  to  it  that  these  teeming  regions  shall  be 
studded  over  with  small  farms,  and  tilled  by  free 
men." 

Again  he  says : 

"Should  both  Congress  and  tho  courts  stand  in 
the  way  of  the  nation's  life,  then  the  red  light- 
ning of  the  people's  wrath  must  consume  the  recre- 
ant who  refuses  to  execute  the  popular  will."  *  •" 
"  Not  even  the  Constitution  must  be  allowed  to  hold 
back  the  uplifted  arm  of  the  Government." 

Sir,  is  not  this  revolution  ;  bold,  daring, 
reckless  revolution?  Is  not  this  destruction 
of  tho  Constitution,  overthrow  of  the 
States,  subversion  of  the  Government?  I  do 
not  inquire  in  regard  to  slavery  as  an  insti- 
tution. I  am  no  defender  nor  apologi  t  of 
slavery  ;  it  may  be  already  dead,  or  dying, 
amid  the  conflict  of  arms  ;  it  may  survive  or 
perish  ;  it  is  exclusively  a  State  institution, 
subject  to  the  control  of  the   people  where  it 
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exist?,  arid  with,  which,  the  President  has  re-  |  their  trial  and  sufferings  loyal  to  the  Consti- 
peatedly  declared,  in  the  most  solemn  man-  1  tution  and  Union,  no  man  can  doubt.  Indeed, 
ner,  he  had  no  purpose  nor  right  to  interfere,  j  we  have  the  highest  authority  for  so  believing. 
If  it  were  slavery  only,  if  it  were  one  insti-  j  In  his  message  before  referred  to  the  Presi- 
tution  of  a  State,  or   one  State   of  the  Union    dent  himself  says 


that  is  to  be  overthrown,  silence  might  be 
pardoned.  Bat  it  is  the  destruction  of  the 
right  of  property,  it  is  the  revival  of  Roman 
agrarianism,  it  is  the  destruction  of  the 
Union,  it  is  the  overthrow  of  the  States,  it  is 
the  subversion  of  the  Constitution  and  the 
wreck  ef  civil  liberty.  Is  it  strange  that  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  is  disheartened  ?  Sir, 
it  is  not  rebels,  or  rebel  sympathisers,  who 
must  suffer  in  the  consummation  of  sueh 
doctrines  and  purposes  ;  there  would  not  be 
left  to  any  of  us  the  shadow  or  semblance  of 
the  Republic,  of  the  Constitution.  In  the 
place  of  well  defined  written  constitutions 
and  written  laws,  protecting  the  individual 
liberty  and  rights  of  the  citizen,  and  con- 
trolling him  by  the  mild  influence  of  self- 
government,  you  will  have  the  consolidated 
power  of  empire,  exerting  itself  in  the  name 
of  the  popular  will,  which,  undefined  and  un- 
definable,  will  soon  come  to  mean  only  the 
power  of  the  faction  or  party  accidentally  in 
possession  of  the  purse  and  the  sword. 

I  know  it  is  said  the  people  of  the  rebelli- 
ous States  have  broken  the  Constitution,  have 
sought  to  destroy  the  Government  formed  by 
it,  and  that  thereby  they  have   forfeited  all 
rights  under  it.     It  is  true  they  refuse  to  ren- 
der obedience  to  the  Constitution,  and  deny 
their  obligation  to  do  so ;  and  it,  is  for  this 
very  reason  that  we  prosecute  the  war  against 
them,  to  bring  them  back  to  their  allegiance. 
We  fight  to  preserve  the  Constitution,  not  to 
be  revenged  for  its  violation  ;  to  preserve  con- 
stitutional government,    not    to  destroy  it. 
But  I  deny  that  they  have  no  rights  under  the 
Constitution.     Their  guilt  is  the  consequence 
of  their  violation  of  it,   and  the  measure  of 
that  guilt  is  to  be  determined  by  it.     It  is  the 
penalty  attached  to  a  violated  Constitution, 
and  not  the  vengeance  of  infuriated  passion, 
which  they  have  incurred.     The   Constitu- 
tion is  not  a  mere  contract  between  two  par- 
ties, where  the  breach  of  the  one  relieves  the 
other  from  his  duty   to  keep  or  abide  by  it. 
The  duty  and  obligation  to  support  and  abide 
by  the   Constitution  are  continuing  duties. 
No  one  man  or  number  of  men  can  relieve  or 
discharge  another.     Every  citizen  owes  alle- 
giance to  it  and  has  a  right  to   demand  the 
allegiance  of  every  other.     And  every  one  is 
as  much  interested  in  its  being  kept  by  him- 
self as  by  anoiher.     The  duty  to  defend  and 
preserve  it  is  not  a  mere  selfish  duty,  but  it  is 
one  we  owe  to  the  dead  and  the  living,  to  the 
past  and  the  future,  to  the  patriots  who  con- 
secrated it  with   their   life  blood,  and  to  the 
unborn  millions  for  whom  it  was  also  made. 

But  if  those  who  have  been  loyal  and  faith- 
ful to  its  provisions  are  alone  entitled  to  claim 
its  benefit,  then  the  obligation  rests  upon  all 
who  would  preserve  their  fidelity  to  see  to  it 
that  every  man  who  has  remained  faithful  and 
true  shall  not  be  despoiled  of  his  right.  That 
there  are  some  who  have  remained  amid  all 


"  It  may  well  be  questioned  whether  there  is  to- 
day a  majority  of  the  legally-qualified  voters  of 
any  State,  except,  perhaps,  South  Carolina,  in 
favor  of  disunion.  There  is  much  reason  to  believe 
that  the  Union  men  are  in  tho  majority  in  many  if 
not  in  every  other  one  of  the  so-called  seceded 
States.  Tho  contrary  has  not  been  demonstrated 
in  any  one  of  them.  It  is  ventured  to  affirm  this 
even  of  Virginia  and  Tennessee ;  for  the  result  cf 
an  election  held  in  military  camps,  where  the 
bayonets  are  all  one  side  of  the  question  voted  upon, 
can  scarcely  be  considered  as  demonstrating  popu- 
lar sentiment." 

Again,  in  Februry,  1862,  Mr.  Seward,  writ- 
ing to  Mr.  Adams  by  authority  of  the  Presi- 
dent, says: 

"Notwithstanding  the  protestations  of  the  in- 
surgents that  the  people  of  the  insurgent  States 
are  unanimous  in  the  determination  to  overthrow 
the  Government,  -we  have  the  'nwst  satisfactory 
evidence  that  the  Union  will  be  hailed  in  every 
quarter  as  fast  as  the  army  shall  emancipate  tho 
people  from  the  oppression  of  the  insurgent 
leaders." 

Bat  we  need  not  multiply  evidenee  upon  this 
point.  If  it  be  true  ("and  no  one  doubts  the 
factj  that  any  portion  of  the  people  of  the  re- 
bellious States  are  or  were  at  the  time  of  the 
issue  of  the  proclamation  loyal  to  the  Consti- 
tution, they  are  entitled  to  its  benefits  and  pro- 
tection. Upon  what  principle  of  justice  or 
good  government  are  their  rights  ignored  ? 
What  is  their  crime  or  wrong  ?  Is  it  that  amid 
trials  and  sufferings  that  would  have  put  to 
severest  test  the  patriotism  of  the  most  loyal 
man  in  the  North  they  have  remained  firm 
and  unwavering  in  their  attachment  and  fidel- 
ity to  a  Government  that  has  been  unwilling 
or  unable  to  protect  them  ?  Is  it  a  crime  in 
them  against  their  Government  that  they  have 
been  overborne  and  oppressed  during  long 
years  by  a  power  that  neither  they  nor  their 
Government  have  been  able  to  overthrow  ?  In 
my  judgment  if  there  are  in  any  State  in  re- 
bellion loyal  men  who  have-  not  bowed  the 
knee  to  treason  they  are  entitled,  not  only  to 
the  enjoyment  of  all  the  provisions  of  the 
Constitution,  but  to  be  protected  in  it  by  the 
whole  force  and  power  of  the  Government. 

It  is  the  first  and  highest  duty  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  protect  and  defend  these  loyal 
people  from  the  despotism  by  which  they 
have  been  crushed  and  overborne.  To  pro- 
tect the  weak  against  the  strong,  is  the  pur- 
pose for  which  it  was  instituted  ;  to  guaranty, 
not  to  overthrow,  the  governments  of  the 
States  is  the  requirement  of  the  Constitution. 
To  have  done  this  would  have  kept  inviolate 
the  oath  of  the  President  and  preserved  the 
pledges  and  obligations  of  himself  and  .his 
party  to  the  country.  It  would  have  fostered 
and  preserved  the  Union  sentiment  in  the 
confederate  States.  It  would  have  won  ihose 
who  had  gone  astray  back  to  their  allegiance, 
and  weakened,  if  it  had  not  destroyed,  the 
rebellion.     It  would  have  saved  millions   of 
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money  and  thousands  of  lires.  It  would  ond 
the  war,  when  it  shall  end,  in  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  Constitution  and  the  Union. 

Sir,  many,  most,  of  the  emharrassments  and 
complications  in  which  the  Administration  and 
the  country  are  now  involved,  most  of  the 
bitterness  of  party  feeling,  are  the  consequence 
of  the  departure  from  the  Constitution  and 
from  the  plain,  simple  principles  to  which  the 
President  pledged  himself  in  the  beginning  in 
the  conduct  of  his  office  and  the  prosecution 
of  the  war.  While  it  was  supposed  he  was 
adhering  to  his  original  avowed  policy,  the 
entire  people  of  the  loyal  States,  except  the 
ultra  abolition  fanatics  and  a  few  who  may 
have  doubted  his  sincerity,  were  ready  to 
stand  by  him.  Party  spirit  and  party  bicker- 
ings and  dissensions  were  almost  forgotten. 
The  restoration  of  the  Union  and  the  Consti- 
tution was  the  animating  and  inspiring  cry 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  the 
land.  There  was  no  necessity  for  arbitrary 
arrests,  or  for  suspending  the  writ  of  habeas 
corpus  in  the  loyal  States,  or  denial  of  the 
right  of  trial  by  j  ury  ;  no  conscriptions  to  en- 
force and  no  riots  to  quell  ;  no  interference 
with  the  freedom  of  speech  or  the  press  or 
parliamentary  debate  ;  no  mock  military  trials 
of  civilians,  or  banishments  for  opinion's  sake. 
All  these  things  came  with  the  departure 
from  the  Constitution  and  his  pledges.  It 
was  when  the  President  bowed  himself  to  the 
demands  and  mad  schemes  of  the  abolition 
faDatics  and  became  the  mere  leader  of  a 
party,  seeking  only  to  secure  and  perpetuate 
party  power  without  regard  to  the  Constitu- 
tion, and  in  violation  of  his  promises,  that  it 
became  necessary  to  ignore  the  rights  of  the 
States,  and  to  trample  under  foot  State  con- 
stitutions, State  sovereignty,  and  State  laws. 
Till  then  it  needed  no  executive  military  pro- 
clamations proclaiming  void  the  constitutions 
of  sovereign  States  for  the  purpose  of  "recon- 
struction ;"  no  acts  of  Congress  to  insure  re- 
publican government,  by  repealing  or  annul- 
ling State  constitutions  in  the  rebellious 
States  when  the  rebellion  should  be  subdued. 

Sir,  I  deny  there  is  any  such  necessity,  or 
that  there  can  be  any  such  necessity.  No 
such  proclamation,  no  such  act  can  do  any 
good.  It  is  idle,  and  worse  than  idle,  to  pro- 
claim in  advance  a  policy,  that  must  tend  to 
consolidate  and  strengthen  the  insurgents  and 
prolong  the  war.  Put  down  the  rebellion, 
break  up  the  war  power  of  the  enemy,  destroy 
its  army,  and  if  there  be  but  five  loyal  men, 
five  true  men,  in  each  State,  who,  through  all 
the  fiery  trials  to  which  they  have  been  sub- 
jected, have  maintained  their  fidelity  to  the 
Constitution  and  the  Union,  they  are  entitled 
to  their  State  rights,  their  State  constitution, 
and  the  institutions  of  their  States  unimpair- 
ed. These,  with  such  as  are  willing  to  re- 
turn to  their  allegiance,  and  snch  as  ought 
to  be  forgiven,  could  soon,  under  the  policy 
pledge d  by  the  President,  set  the  State  ma- 
chinery in  motion,  wheel  the  old  State  into 
line,  and  let  her  march,  and  again  "  keep  step 
teethe  music  of  the  Union;"  and  this,  too,  j 
without  any  act  of  Congress  creating  a  new  ! 


Stato  government.  Any  other  course  is  rev- 
olution. Any  other  course  is  State  annihila- 
tion. The  President  nor  Congress  has  any 
other  power.  Neither  the  President  nor  Con- 
gress has  power  to  make  or  to  annul  a  State 
constitution.  The  President  with  the  army 
may  suppress  the  rebellion,  may  overthrow 
the  armed  power  of  the  rebels,  relieve  the  in- 
habitants of  the  States  from  the  military  des- 
potism that  now  rules  them,  but  he  has  no 
power  to  establish  civil  governments.  His 
war  power  ceases  when  the  war  ends.  When 
the  civil  authority  can  assume  control,  the 
war  authority  must  cease.  The  war  power 
was  not  given  to  create  or  make  new  consti- 
tutions, new  governments,  for  the  States,  but 
"to  protect,  defend,  and  preserve"  the  old 
ones.  This  is  all  the  reconstruction  that  is 
constitutional,  all  that  is  needed,  all  that  the 
loyal  people  of  the  country  desire.  And  this 
the  loyal  people  of  the  insurgent  States,  of  the 
United  States,  have  a  right  to  demand. 

I  know  this  is  not  now  the  policy  of  the 
President,  his  party,  or  this  Congress. 
Neither  has  any  idea  of  restoring  the  Unicn 
under  the  Constitution.  The  purpose  now  is 
to  change  the  entire  form  of  this  Government ; 
to  centralize,  consolidate,  and  build  up  a  vast 
central  power,  which  shall  overshadow  ail  the 
States,  and  control  and  govern  the  whole  ter- 
ritory under  the  power  and  dominion  of  em- 
pire. They  are  fulfilling  the  prophecy  of 
Daniel  Webster : 

"If  the  infernal  fanatics  and  abolitionists  ever 
get  the  power  in  their  hands,  they  will  override 
the  Constitution,  set  the  Supreme  Court  at  de- 
fiance, change  and  make  laws  to  suit  fcemselves, 
lay  violent  hands  on  those  who  differ  with  them  in 
their  opinions,  or  dare  question  their  infallibility, 
and  finally  bankrupt  the  country,  and  deluge  it 
with  blood/' 

But  it  is  said  slavery  is  the  cause  of  the 
war,  and  the  cause  must  be  destroyed.  Let 
not  gentlemen  deceive  themselves.  If  slavery 
be  a  cause,  it  is  not  the  only  cause  of  war. 
The  honorable  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Julian]  gave  us  another  cause.  He  tells  us 
this  is  a  "landholders'  rebellion  ;  "  and  pro- 
poses to  carry  the  war  on  till  that  cause  is 
destroyed.  He  proposes  to  divide  up  large 
estates  among  the  freedmen  for  the  purpose  of 
a  better  religion,  and  to  prevent  war.  Sir, 
who  can  believe  that  such  a  policy  will  destroy 
the  cause  of  war,  or  ever  end  the  present? 
How  long  after  one  division  and  partition  of 
estates  before  another  will  be  demanded  ? 
Who  will  be  declared  rebels  next,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  another  division  ?  When  and  where 
will  it  end  ?  When  greed  and  avarice  are  the 
motives,  causes  of  war  will  not  be  wanting. 

I  pray  gentlemen  to  stop  and  consider. 
What  has  this  struggle  already  cost  ?  Has  it 
not  brought  mourning  and  sorrow  into  every 
house  and  to  every  fireside  ?  Have  we  not 
loaded  ourselves  and  posterity  with  debt  and 
taxation  for  all  time  to  come  ?  And  what 
have  gained  ?  Is  it  believed  that  we  can,  or 
desirable  that  we  should,  subjugate  or  put  to 
the  sword  the  entire  people  of  the  insurgent 
States?     The  gentleman  from   Indiana   [Mr. 
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Julian]  tells  us  the  most  terrific  fighting  of 
the   war  is  yet  to  come,  that  we  shall  inevit- 
ably win,  and  that  we  shall  divest  the  rebels 
of  three-fourths  of  all  the  cultivated  lands  in 
the  rebellious  States  ;  and  these  estates  are  to 
be  partitioned  up  and  distributed   among  the 
forme  r  servants  of  the  rebels.     This  is  now  the 
constitutional  warfare   that  is  being    waged. 
No  sane   man  can   believe    that  permanent 
peace  can  ever  be  obtained  by  such  a  policy. 
Six  millioa  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  race  to  be  so 
conquered  and  subdued  as  to  settle  down  in 
quietude,    in    peace,    and  see    their    entire 
estates  in  the  hands  and  possession  of  their 
former  servants,   and  those  servants  a  black 
and  servile  race!     Sir,  we  may  conquer  their 
armies  and  scatter  their  war  force,  but  we  can 
never  have  peace  by  such  a  policy.     Remem- 
ber the  six  hundred  years  of  Ireland's  struggle; 
remember  her  confiscated  estates  and  the  fate 
of  their  occupants.     Six  million  people— of 
white   people — were  never    subjugated.      To 
subjugate  the  people  of  the  insurgent  States 
will  desolate,  will  destroy  the  North.     How  ( 
are  they  to  be  kept  in  subjugation,   and  to 
whom  ?     It  would  require  a  standing  army  for 
all  time  to  come  of  a  million  men.     Will  the 
people  consent  to  the  expense,  the   taxation, 
the  suffering,  the  trials  that  will  be  required 
to  drive  three-fourths  of  the  people  of  the 
rebel  States  from  their  homes,  their  firesides, 
their  estates,  and  defend  thefreedmen  in  them  ? 
Sir,  the ."  reconstruction  "  which  the  people 
of  this  country  will  demand  when  the  military 
power  of  the  insurgent  States  is  removed,  will 
be  the  reconstruction  of  the  State  authority 
under  the  State  Constitution.     Negro  freedom 
and  negro  equality  will  soon  be  lost  sight  of 
in  the  mighty  effort  which  a  people  accus- 
tomed to  the  enjoyment  of  their  liberties  will 
put  forth  to  regain  and  save  their  own. 

I  know  the  President  tells  us  in  his  last 
message  that  he  shall  not  retract  his  procla- 
mation  of   freedom  to  the  negro;  that  "it 
would  be  an  astounding  breaeh  of  faith"  to  do 
£(*.     It  was  an  astounding  breach  of  faith  to- 
ward his  own  race,  his   own  fellow- citizens, 
when  be   pledged  the   Army  and  Navy  to 
maintain  a  proclamation  issued  in  violation 
of  law,    the    Constitution,    his   pledges,    his 
oath,  and  which,  according  to  his  own  friends 
on  this  floor,    was  not  worth  the  paper  on 
which  it  was  written.     His  administration  has 
been  an  "astounding  breach  of  faith"  from  the 
beginning.     Which  was  the   most  sacred  and 
b.ndmg,  which  ought  now  to  rest  with  most 
force  upon  the  heart  and  conscience  of  the 
President,  the  pledge  of  faith  which  he  gave 
to  tiie  whole  American  people  that  he  would 
not    interfere   with   the   institutions   of   the 
States,  or  the  pledge  which   he  gave   in  the 
proclamation  to  overthrow  and  destroy  them? 
'i'he  people  cannot  always   be  deceived  ;  the 
sober   second   thought  will  come   at  length, 
when    this    Administration,    this    party    in 


power,    will   be  called  to  an  account.     The 
people,  the  masses  of  this  country  desire  the 
restoration  of  the  Union  as  our  fathers  made 
it.   .The  rulers,  the  party  in  power,   do  not. 
Cover  up  your  wicked  purposes  as  you  may  ; 
call  your  party   by  what  names   you   will, 
Union,    unconditional  Union,    loyal  or   any 
other,  your  designs  are  the  destruction  of  the 
Union  of  the  fathers,  overthrow  of  the   State 
and  national  constitutions.      And,   sir,  you 
may  strengthen  and  increase  your  power  by 
the  overthrow  of  State  banks,  the  creation  of 
a  gigantic  Federal    moneyed    power,    your 
"Freedmen's  Bureau,"  and   all  your  other 
schemes  of  empire,  the  day  will  come  when 
the  people  will  demand  back  their  Constitu- 
tion, and  will  demand,  too,  that  the  highest 
as  well  as  the  lowest  shall  render  obedience 
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You  must  not  expect  to  prevent  this  just 

and  reasonable  demand  of  the  people.     They 
have  remained  quiet  and  hopeful,  resting  then 
faith  upon  the   right  and  purity  of  the  elec- 
tions.    That  faith  is  shaken  but  not  destroyed. 
It  will  be  a  sad,  a  calamitous  day  when  they 
feel  no  longer  any  confidence  in  the  justice  of 
the  elective  franchise.     To  the  ballot-box  the 
people  now  look,  not  without  fear  and  mis- 
givings,  but  with  hope.     Destroy  not  thai 
hope.     Impose  no  more  rulers  or  governments 
upon  us  by  ferce,  oppression,  or  fraud.     Let 
us  have  a  free,  pure  election.     Let  not  Con- 
gress, the  Executive,  or  the  sword  dictate  the 
form  of  the  Government.     Respe«t  the  rights, 
the  intelligence,  the  sovereignty  of  the  people 
to  be  governed  if  you  would  preserve   the 
State.     Stifle  not  the  voice  of  their  Represen- 
tatives though  they  would  appeal  to  you  in 
hope  or  despair,  in  joy  or  in  sorrow.     Let 
this  Hall  resound  with  free  debate  where  truth 
and  not  force  shall  overthrow  error,  where 
reason  and  not  power  shall  bear  sway. 

Sir,  the  Democratic  party  stand  now  where 
they  did  when  the  President  congratulated 
himself  and  the  country  that  there  was   but 
one  party.    They  will  support  the  Admmis 
tration  in  every  constitutional  measure  to  put 
down  the  rebellion  and  restore   the   Union. 
It  is  an  unconditional  Union  party  ;  it  is  in  fact 
and  in  truth  the  only  party  that  is  to-day  and 
at  all  times  for  restoring  the  Union  as  our  fa- 
thers made  it.     We  spurn  with  utter  scorn 
and  contempt  all  your  false  charges  of  sympa- 
thy with  rebels,  of  disloyalty  to  the  Govern 
ment  and  tho  Union.     We  will  submit  to  tax- 
ation, and  cheerfully  bear  all  the  burdens  ne- 
cessary to  sustain  and  pay  our  noble,  patriotic 
Army  and  Navy,  now  in  the  service  or  here- 
after to  be  called.   .  We  will  shrink  from   no 
duty  but  we  will  consent  to  no  destruction  of 
the  Federal  Union  of  these  States  either  by  se- 
cession or  consolidation.     And,  as  you  shall 
find,  we  will  not  neglect  our  representative 
duty,  or  surrender  without  a   struggle   our 
right  of  free  parliamentary  debate  on  this  floor. 
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